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DETAILED ACTION 

In response to the amendments filed on 7/31/08, claims 1 and 15 have been amended. 
Claims 1-7, 9, 15-24 are pending in the current application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-4, 6-7, 9, 15-16, 18-19, and 21-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable by Wachi et al. (US 6,833,665 B2) and Goodwin et al. (US 5,265,273) 
and in further view of Loose et al. (US 2003/0087690 Al). 

Regarding claims 1, 3-4, 9, 21, and 23, Wachi et al. disclose a visual display and a panel 
mounted in front of the display and revealing at least a portion of the display (see 'flat display 
panel main body '[1] and 'front protective glass plate ' [3], col. 4: In 28-col. 5: In 5), the panel 
being coated or impregnated with a conductive material to provide shielding from 
electromagnetic interference {see 'electrically conductive layer ', col. 2: In 35-55). Furthermore, 
Wachi teaches of a front protective plate over an elecfromagnetic device that is a fransparent 
subsfrate made of glass {see col. 4: In 60-65). However, Wachi et al. is silent with respect to 
teaching a bezel encompassing the panel and being coated or impregnated with a conductive 
material to provide shielding from elecfromagnetic interference, the conductive material of the 
bezel being in electrical contact with the conductive material of the panel. 
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In an analogous display patent, Goodwin et al. teaches an electromagnetic interference 
(abbreviated to "EMI") device which uses an EMI shield that is grounded to the bezel of the 
device {see Fig. 2 and the related description thereof). Goodwin teaches that the bezel placed in 
contact with the EMI shield is made of a conductive material in order to ground it to the front 
assembly {see col. 2: In 12-31). Additionally, Goodwin teaches of a second panel that is 
mounted in front of the first panel, the second panel substantially encompassing the first panel to 
protect the conductive material of the first panel and additionally has a bezel encompassing the 
first and second panels {see elements [42], [38] of Fig. 2 and the related description thereof). 
One would be motivated to incorporate the teachings of Goodwin to ground the EMI shield of a 
display device because it provides an efficient and effective method of protecting using the 
structure of the existing display to provide the "ground" for an electrical circuit such as the EM 
shield without having to add any additional structure. This exploits the well-known principle in 
basic electronics that any conductive surface in which an electrical circuit is attached to may 
provide the "ground" effect necessary for the circuit to operate properly. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of Goodwin with that of Wachi to provide an elecfromagnetic shielding 
device that used the conductive bezel of the device to ground the EMI shield. However the 
combination of Wachi with that of Goodwin is still silent with respect to fairly teaching of 
suggesting a "processor operative to cause a wagering game to be displayed on the visual 
display" and a plurality of mechanical reels and a visual display with windows to view the 
mechanical reels. 
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In a related display patent, Loose teaches a display device integrated into a gaming 
machine that is controlled by a processor to cause a wagering game to be displayed on the visual 
display {see Fig. 11 and the related description thereof). Additionally, Loose teaches a unique 
display that integrates the features of a video display and a mechanical display {see Fig. 2(a-b)-4 
and the respective related description thereof). Loose's display device teaches of incorporating 
a mechanical reel display that incorporates a translucent video display affixed on top of the 
display in order to created a unique visual experience {see Fig. 5-6 and the related description 
thereof). The video display of Loose has the ability to switch between a transparent phase as 
well as an opaque phase when the processor has determined that the mechanical reel symbols 
should be displayed to the user. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
incorporate the features taught in Loose with that of Wachi and Goodwin in order to provide a 
visually enhancing experience for the user while using a display device that could withstand 
electromagnetic interference. The combination would yield a predictable result that is well 
taught in the prior art of record. Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to incorporate the features of Loose with that of Wachi 
and Goodwin to provide a gaming device with mechanical reels that could provide shielding 
from electromagnetic interference. 

Regarding claim 2 and 16, Wachi et al. disclose a machine wherein the first panel is 
substantially transparent where the panel reveals the portion of the display {see col. 2: In 35-col. 
8: In 62). 
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Regarding claim 6-7 and 18-19, Wachi et al. disclose a display wherein the panel is 
comprised of glass (see col. 2: In 44-55). Additionally, the panel is coated with a film containing 
indium tin oxide {see col. 6: In 10-col. 8: In 32). 

Regarding claim 15, Wachi et al. disclose an assembly for a gaming machine that 
conducts a wagering game, the assembly comprising: a panel positioned in front of a visual 
display of the machine and revealing at least a portion of the display (see col. 4: In 28-col. 5: In 
5); and a bezel encompassing the panel, each of the panel and the bezel being coated or 
impregnated with a conductive material to provide shielding fi-om electromagnetic interference 
(see col. 2: In 35-55). Furthermore, Wachi teaches of a front protective plate over an 
electromagnetic device that is a transparent substrate made of glass (see col. 4: In 60-65). 
However, Wachi is silent with respect to a teaching the bezel being in electrical contact with the 
conductive material of the panel. 

In an analogous display patent, Goodwin et al. teaches an electromagnetic interference 
(abbreviated to "EMI") device which uses an EMI shield that is grounded to the bezel of the 
device (see Fig. 2 and the related description thereof). Goodwin teaches that the bezel placed in 
contact with the EMI shield is made of a conductive material in order to ground it to the fi-ont 
assembly (see col. 2: In 12-31). Additionally, Goodwin teaches of a second panel that is 
mounted in front of the first panel, the second panel substantially encompassing the first panel to 
protect the conductive material of the first panel and additionally has a bezel encompassing the 
first and second panels (see elements [42], [38] of Fig. 2 and the related description thereof). 
One would be motivated to incorporate the teachings of Goodwin to ground the EMI shield of a 
display device because it provides an efficient and effective method of protecting using the 
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structure of the existing display to provide the "ground" for an electrical circuit such as the EM 
shield without having to add any additional structure. This exploits the well-known principle in 
basic electronics that any conductive surface in which an electrical circuit is attached to may 
provide the "ground" effect necessary for the circuit to operate properly. Therefore it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
incorporate the teachings of Goodwin with that of Wachi to provide an electromagnetic shielding 
device that used the conductive bezel of the device to ground the EMI shield. 

Regarding claims 22 and 24, Wachi et al. Goodwin and Loose teach to form a gaming 
machine that has an electromagnetic display panel as a display device. The instant claims are 
directed twoards the glass panels on a gaming machine to include artwork for the visual display. 
It has been old and well known in the art that surfaces of a game machine may be decorated with 
thematic artwork for a visual display of a game machine as to attract customers to play the game. 
Therefore the Examiner takes OFFICIAL NOTICE with respect to the limitations of claims 22 
and 24 that one of ordinary skill in the art would have recognized that it was an obvious feature 
to add artwork to display surface of a gaming machine. Furthermore it would have been equally 
noticed that adding artwork to the visual display would not change the structure of the game 
machine and it would perform the same function with or without the artwork. There it would 
have also been a simple matter of design choice to add artwork to the surface of a display 
apparatus. 

Claims 5 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Wachi et al. and Goodwin et al. and Loose as applied to claims above, and further in view 
of Takahashi et al. (US 6,884,936 B2). 
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Regarding claims 5 and 17, Wachi et al., Goodwin et al. and Loose teach a display that 
contains a layer that is coated with a conductive material to provide shielding from 
electromagnetic interference. However, Wachi, Goodwin and Loose are silent with respect to 
the amount of shielding effectiveness for its display. In an analogous display patent, Takahashi 
et al. teaches a display shield film that is capable of reducing noise by a level of at least 7 dB {see 
Fig. 22 and the related description thereof). Takahashi teaches that one would be motivated to 
incorporate these types of electromagnetic shielding films into display devices in order to protect 
any harmfiil radiation that may be emitted from the display devices. Therefore it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made that although 
Wachi did not teach a reduction of noise by shielded screen it was a property that existed and 
that a 7 dB reduction was capable of being performed at the time the invention was made. 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
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the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 

final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RYAN HSU whose telephone number is (571)272-7148. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 9 :00-17:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hotaling can be reached on (571)-272-4434. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an apphcation may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/John M Hotaling II/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3714 
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10/31/08 



